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respectively Banavasi, Mysore and North Karnataka which
might have formed part of the vast Kannada-speaking
region.1 The Mahabharata is the first work in ancient
Indian literature to make a direct mention of Karnataka
and to reveal a somewhat detailed knowledge of its parts.
In the other epic, the Ramayana, Karnataka does not figure
at all, as denoting a region or a people. In the description
of the south, given by the well-informed (Visesavit) Sugriva
to serve as a guide to a party of Vanaras, sent in search of
Sita, the rivers Godavari, Krsnavem called Mahanadl,

denoted roughly south   Karnataka   and Kuntala North
Karnataka of those days.
1 Mahisaka is taken by some to mean the name of the
country on the Narmada with Mahismati as the capital.
There are others, who identify it with Mysore. Though it
is difficult to be definite on the point, the mention of
Mahisaka just after Karnataka in the list of southern
countries here gives additional support to the arguments
already put forward in favour of taking it as Mysore at least
in the present context. ('History of Kannada Language1 by
R. Narsimhacarya, pp. 47-48. The geographical dictionary
of ancient and mediaeval India' by Nandolal De, p. 120).
As regards Kuntala, there need not be any doubt about its
identity as a part of Karnataka. Of course, in the MBh
(Bhlsmaparva 9-52) Kuntala is also mentioned in the list
of kingdoms enumerated before those in the south and in
the Marka^deyapura^a (Chapter 54-32) it is included among
the MadhyadeSas. It is very likely that it refers to a
branch of the Kannada people, residing in the extreme
north of the Daksinapatha.